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the case in point, be beM that (he sitting mem

ber «M duriy and fciWy beaten.
The House had ntt right to make the penalty

of the riolalion of the law ofIowa the lona of the

right to role. There was no fraud in thin electionbe vitiated by the liouae. The contestantshaving a clear majority of die voles

of the districts. Under these circumstances
he should vote to give him the seat. These
voters had exercised their rights in wluit appearedto them to be in conformity to law, and
he should stand up in defence of them. The
people of Iowa had spoken and he should vote

to respect their voice.
Mr. VAN DYKE, before commencing his

speech, gave notice of his intention tp offer an
amendment to the resolution proposed by Mr.
Stsono, to declare the sitting member eutitled to

his seat, his substituting another to give the seat

to the contestant. He regarded the taking away
of the Kanesville poll-book to be a larceny
and the individual holding the book, knowing how
it hod been obtained, he conceived to bs but little

better than the thief. Mr. V. D. then argued ull
the pointa in the cane at length, (reported in previousspeeches in this paper,) contending that the
contestant hud been legully elected.
Mr. BURT remarked that he had rarely listened
to oil abler debate than this had been for the

last three days. Yet he had seldom witnessed
less attention |>aid on the part of the House.
This, he presumed, arose from the fact tliat the
members had generally carefully informed themselves

upon the question, from the reports of the

majority and minority of the Committee on Elections.He therefore felt at liberty to move the

previous question.
Mr. STRONG (chairman of the Committee on

Elections) rose to claim his right under the rule
to make the closing speech.
Mr. VAN DYKE rising to a point of order,

held that after the previous question was moved,
the member introducing the bill was not entitled
to the benefit of this rule.
The point of order being ovorrQled, there arose

conversational debate thereupon, participated in

by the Srr.akf.a, Mr. Sciienck, Mr. Stevens,
of Georgia, Mr. P. Kino, Mr. White, Mr.
Woodward, Mr. Evanr, Mr. Richardson, Mr.
Van Dyke, Mr. Bcrt, and Mr. Evans, of Ma ry
1 1 i. ...
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Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, remarking that the

question was new and of great interest, took an

appeal from the decision of the chair, in which hs
coincided, but only in order to have the decision
of the point placed on record.
The question on the appeal being put, the decisionof the chair was sustained; whereupon
Mr. STRONG addressed the House from the

rostrum Ibran hour, summing up the case in favor
of the claim of the sitting member.
The SPEAKER having brought the House to

order by much rapping,
Mr. LEFFLER made a few remarks to disclaimthe position which Mr. Evans, of Maryland,

has assigned to him, in saying that he (Mr. L.)
had brought charges against Truman Smith,
Fitz Henry "NVurren, and others in the course of
his speech.
Mr. DISNEY, then taking the floor, argued

for an hour in favor of the claim of the sitting
member. lie had had twenty years experience in
such cases, and had never seen one in which the

rights of a party were more clear, than were those
of the sitting member in this case. This Governmentbeing upheld by law, to sweep away its
statutes, Slate or general, would be to break it
down. The laws regulating elections were as sacredas any others. If they could be disregarded
in one respect, they might be so disregarded in all;
and, thus, minors and females might claim the

right to be counted in an election in common with
I_.l 1 ... I.a I... tl... All

voters so ucvinn-u w uc .<j .u... »»..

laws were arbitrary, there being nothing in the
innate nature of things to authorize one class to

vote, and to enforce the propriety of the exclusion
of other clusses.
The friends of the contestant, while they argued

in the matter of the Ivunesrille and Boone townshipvotes, against the propriety of the strict enforcementof the Iowa election laws, strenuously
insisted that they should be regarded to ther uttermostletter, in the matter of the Boone county

* vote, cast in under the organization of Polk
county. They chungcd after this fashion in order
to strengthen the claim of the contestant. There
was fraud on the part of the friends of the latter

from the beginning, and his case was thus tainted

throughout all its minutiae.
Even in the investigation ordered by the House,

Orson Ilyde had directed the Mormons, in replying
to interrogatories put to them, to practice

r...A -uCnalnor in HiftrlnMP nnv thin? likelv to
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make against the contestant's claim.
Mr. D. next undertook to show that this act of

Hyde was in keeping with his arrangement with
Warren, whose interviews and consultations with

Hyde and Pickett he explained at length. Pickeit
was the only witness pretending that Kancsville
was legally competent to be attached to Monroe

county; even Hyde, as well as all others examined
at K., declaring thnt they knew their residence to

be six miles north of the boundary of Monroe.
Yet knowing this fact, the minority of the Committeeon Elections had claimed in'their report that
Knnesville was in Monroe.

Mr. DISNEY then reviewed the Boone township
vote, to show that the forty or fifty Mormons who
went from Boone township over to Dallas county
to effect the choice of officers for that county, never

pretended thnt they were residents of Dallas, or

of territory west of that county. Thus their purposewas clearly fraudulent.
He defended the sitting member for his act of

taking charge of the Knnesville poll-book, as being
proper under all the circumstances ; as he (Mr.
Thompson) knew well that it was the purpose of
his opponents to perpetrate a fraud, in which it
was to play an important part.
Mr. D. scouted the idea thnt the judges of the

election in Knnesville were friends of the sitting
member. Like Hyde and Pickett, though nominallyDemocrats, they were connected with the
Mormons, and had voted against Mr. Thompson.
He held that the action of the Legislature of

Iowa in recognising the vote of Boone county
'»«i i" connexion with Polk counlv. and in fur-
ther rqjecting the vote cast iu Knnesville (in receivingand rejecting memlier* elect to that l>ody,)
had settled the case; Congress having no moral

right to place ujM>n their election laws a constructionthe reverse of that given to tlieni by their
authors themselves.
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, believed

this to be a great judicial question, and upon it
he should not be induced to give a party vote.

All the territory west of Monroe was certainly
attached to that county, and those not living west

of her could not vote there. Was Kancsvillc
west of Monroe ?
Mr. VAN DYKE held that the evidence

showed that Kanesvillc trai west of Monroe; but
there had never been a line run to establish the
fact, Mr. V. D. was understood to add.
Mr. T. continuing, urged that Mr. V. D. waa

mistaken. Judge Mason's testimony and that of
Mr. Webber had settled the fact that the line had
been run, and that Kancsvillc was north of that
line ftill six and a half miles. (Here Mr.
T. quoted their testimony to prove the fact.)
Then, to admit the votes of the Kancsvillc Morpwn*would be to take from tjje State of Iowa

%
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the right to fix the time, manner, and place in
which their election* should be held. The law
said that they should reside in the county for 30
days, while the facts proved that they did not
reside in the county in which Lhey voted at all.
This provision of the Constitution was designed
to prevent pipe-laying.
Mr. BURT suggested to the mover of the substitute(Mr. Vaw Dtke,) the propriety of modifyingthe amendment by striking out all but the Inst

resolution, which declared the contestant entitled
to the seaL

Mr. VA^T DYKE asked the consent of the
House for permission to do so;
But Mr. P. KINO objecting,
Leave was not granted.
An ineffectual motion to adjourn was next

made.
The question being on the amendment, after

much confusion, it was put by yeas and noes;
and it was not agreed to. yeas 93, noes 94.
The Speaker voting in the negative, and thus
making a tie vote.
Mr. MEADE then moved an adjournment;

which was not ugreed to.yeas 76, nays 102.
Mr. McCLERNAND moved to lay the whole

subject on the table.
And pending that motion, after much conftision,

one or two ineffectual motions to adjourn over

until Monday being made in the mean while,
The House adjourned.

To the Editors of the Southern Press:
Wakhinuton, (D. C.,) June 26, 1850.

In the Union of yesterday, a letter addressed
by me to M. C. Galloway, esq., editor of the
Florence Gazette, (Alabama,) has been republished,together with the comments of Mr. Galloway,
upon my opposition to the somewhat notorious
Compromise proposed by the Committee of
Thirteen in the United States Senate.
My allegations were substantially, "That the

Compromise scheme, in efTect gave up all of California,New Mexico, Utnh, and all that part of
Texas proposed to be tuken South of the Missouri
Compromise line of 3flO 30' to Abolition." And
that "from 10 to 15 millions of dollars were to be
paid to Texas to keep her quiet."

I now reassert substantially every proposition,
and challenge Mr. Ritchie to show how the
Southern Slaveholder is to get any |tortion of the
Territory s)>oken of for his use.

When the rights of the people I represent are

in danger front acknowledged aggressions, I am

not to be satisfied with "possibilities," or even

with bare "probabilities." I want for them the
substance and not the shadow. I therefore desireMr. Ritchie to point me to the particular sectionof the bill, which even oermits iuv constituents
to filter upon the Territory, with their slaves; mid
in the absence of any scrap in the whole bill
guarranteeing this right; and with the opinion
of eminent men, North and South, who support
the bill, that we of the South can get no part,
Added to the great body of the North who oppose
it, my objections to it remain in full force, not

weakened in the slightest degree by Mr. Ritchie's
article, or by that of the editor of the Florence
Gazette which lie has paraded here.
Mr. Ritchie knows, I presume, as well an I do,

that 110 vote can be had at this Congress, intended
in honest good fuith to secure to the South any

part of this territory or to secure the owners of
slave property "protection," with n rirw of letting
them have even a chance to establish their institutionsthereon.
Mr. Ritchie knows this, nnd yet does not even

demand this protection for my constituents, as a

condition precedent; and how can he expect ine to

support his scheme?
I admit tliul he says he desires such protection ;

but one inay well be excused for not thinking he
was very warm in his wishes ; for he says that
such "protection" by law cannot be obtained
from the North." llow does lie know if lie
asks less ?
As it respects the editor ofthe Florence Gazette,

he is one of those kind, obliging men, whose opinionsare formed from impulses, without much tax

upon his judgment; and like most others, who are

warm hearted and hasty in drawing conclusions
from the influences which surround tlicm, will be

rendylo change tlicm whenever he finds himsclfin
error, as he is in this instance.
Like many others of greater fame, when he discoverswhere these opinions are Ikely to lead him,

and when he understands this question better,
and sees how universally unpopular tips coinpro-
nuse icnemei» oecoiiuug, mm nc,iuu, win

change He will greatly prefer giving up California,Utah, and New Mexico, to that non-action,"to which we are all opposed, rather than

giving up the same territory and rights of sovereigntyand adding to it two States from Texas
and paying fifteen millions in the bargain.

If we have to pay any part of the Texas debt
we cannot expect to get off with less than the fifteen
millions, and it appears to me that every man ot

sense,who did not want that part cutofffrom Texas
given up to abolition would only propose that
Congress should buy and hold her Innd, as she
holds lands in otber States and not require Texas
to part with the sovereignty and jurisdiction.for
with these left to Texas my constituents can, by
the treaty ofannexation, carry their property there,
and be protected in its use; but pass this scheme
ofcompromise, and according to the opinion of it«
ablest supporters, this right will be instantly s irrendered.Respectfullyy&,c.

DAVID HUBBARD.

CORRESPONDENCE.

FROM ol'R BALTIMORE CORRr.SPONDr.N't.

Baltimore, June 28.5 p. m.

Fret-noil Jubilation..The .Vnr .Mexican Scheme..
The .Wit Sun Building..The Tobacco Crop ReformConvention.. The Fun-eel and Willis Case..
ii_a ».» i..«. i..
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The Northern Free-soil fanatics are chaunting
their jubilation at the course of President Taylor
in the liberal construction of his Executive powerstowards New Mexico, giving them two more

fVce State senators, and slicing off, without equivalent,so large and valunblc a portion of Texan

Territory. He thus gives them the only clause
of the Compromise bill that they considered
worth having, and that without the necessity of
paying fifteen millions for it. They now go for
Southern Presidents.finding them more likely to

mnke concessions to the North than Northern
Presidents. It was this view of the question that
has induced the New York Free-soilcrs to throw
the Wilinot Proviso overboard; and, at thcirconvention,yesterday to unite with the Hunkers i
the reorganization of the old Dcmorcratic parly.
The proprietors of the Baltimore .Sutt are erectingan edifice on the corner of South and Baltimore

atreets, that for beauty of architectural design and
construction, will have no equal in the city. It
fronts 55 feet on Baltimore street, and 75 ft-ct on
South street, and is to l»e lmill entirely of iron,
five stories in height. The vaults are to extend
under the pavement and eight feet of the street,
forming a room 130 feet in length, 20 feet broad,
and 15 feet clear from floor to ceiling, which ia to
be divided ofl* into storage rooms, press rooms,
folding and packing rooms, fuel rooms, Ac., and
all this under the thoroughthres ofthe sidewalk and
street, over which carte, omnibusses, and pedestrianswill Be constantly moving. The castings
for the ft-ont are highly ornamental, and the whole
structure, with $47,00 paid for the lot, will not

cast leas than $130,000.

The accounts coming in from the tobacco re-

giotia of Maryland not only indicate a small crop
of the weed, but in many districts no crop at all.
The lateness of the season prevented the growth
of the plants, and when they had growu sufficientlylarge for transplanting, a long-continued
drougtli kept them still in the seed bed, until they
have grown too large for setting out at all. There
is now, therefore, a great scarcity of plants, and
die lateness of the season may prevent those tha
are set out from coming to maturity before frost.
The election of delegates to our State Constitu-

tional Reform Convention, which assembles next

month, will attract much attention throughout the

city. The Whigs, who have hitherto taken but
liule interest in the matter, are now rallying in
the counties to secure a majority of the members
of the convention,
The New York Home Journal, of this week,

contains an article of three columns from the pen
of its editor, Mr. Willis, reiutive to the recent
cowinding he received at the hands ofMr. Forrest.
He attempts to vindicate his character from the
allegations of Mr. Forrest in the public prints, and
undertaking to show that that gentleman's assault
on him in the parade ground was made in a mannerworthy anything but a man of honor. There
are two sides to the ntfair, neither of which
can boast of an excess of honorable conduct. It
a aliAIlt In (i i*.i mutl'/iul fS t AltA Ikf lllll VoU' YikfL"
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theatres under the title of " Dashes ut FashionableLife with a Free Cowskin."
The steamer Isabel which arrived at New

York a few days since to go into the dry dock fbr

repairs, was not alllowed to enter on account of
the quarantine laws, and has returned to Charlestop.

Int he Baltimore flour market to-day, there wero

sales of 100 bbls. Howard street flour ut $5.12j,
the market closing inactive. Sales of city corn

meal at $3.12;. Wheat is nominal at 130 els.

for white, and 119 for red. Sales of While corn

nt 59 a GO, and of yellow at 61 a G2.
At New York, to-day, stocks were bouyant,

with sales ofnew loan ntnn advance of J. There
is a steadier feeling in the Cotton market, and the
sales yesterday and to-day are 4,000 bales at pricescurrent before the receipt of the Niagara's advices.No change in flour is givsit.

Interesting Intelligencefrom .1ft ica, Sec.
Rostov, June 27.. Advices from Monrovia,

Africa, report the colony of Liberia in a prosperousand healthy condition. The U. S. squadron on

the coast were in the enjoyment of good health.
The brig Cambridge arrived nt Monrovia on the

14th from n cruise to the Gulf of Guinea. She
fell in with no American merchantmen.
The U. S. ship Portsmouth und the brig Perry,

were at Princess Island.
Dates from Belize, Honduras, to June 1st, reporta scarcity of money, Hnd but little business

doing. There was no trnde going forward with
Yucatan, owing to the civil war between theSpaniardsand Indians.
We have late advices front Rum Key, which

state that the islands of Great and Little Inagus,
were visited by several heavy rains, which destroyedall the suit ponds in the neighborhood of
lltim Key.

Steamboat Accident,.Sailing <f the Ohio, ffc.
New York, Ju.ve 2S.2, p. in.

The steamboat Commodore, plying between
here and Boston, went ashore this morning in a

fog on Execution Bock, off New Hochelle. She
is badly damaged, but none of the passengers
were injured.
The steamer Ohio sailed for Chngrcs to-duy

with two hundred passengers. She went off in
fine style, in view of n large number of spectators.

Statistics or New York .We glenn some of
the following interesting facts with regard to the
statistics of New York, from Itode's new City
Directory, just published. The extent to which
banking is carried may be judged of by the numberof banks, of which there are no less than
thirty in the city, having an aggregate capital of
more than twenty-seven millions of dollars. The
capitals of these banks are divided into shares
varying from $500 to $18. Besides these there
are eight banks for the savings of the poorer classesof our citizens. The fire and marine insurance
companies number eighty-one, but of these there
are twenty-five only having their capitals in New
York, which amount to about nine millions of
dollars; (he remaining fifty-six, are principally
agency offices for companies which have been establishedin other States. Uf life and trust companiesthere are twenty-six, whose aggregate
capital is near three millions and a half of dollars.
The aggregate amount of real and personal estate
of the city is estimated at $254,493,527, the in

itkikbnf the last v«ir over the nreccdiii!?. amount-

ing lo over seven millions of dollars.
There are one hundred and six weekly and

daily newspapers printed in New York,sufficient,
it might be supposed, to supply the whole world.
In addition to these, there are one hundred and six
periodicals published weekly, monthly, or quarterly,u large number of which, we imagine, eke
out a miserable existence. Indeed, considering
the trash to which the name of literature is given,
New York would be much better off with half the
number, if edited in a respectable style.
There are fourteen railroad companies, some of

which run their rails even to the very heart of the
city. So popular have railroad curs become, tliut
it is pretty certain that they will, in the course of
a few years, supersede the jumbling and frequentlyuncomfortable omnibus. A report presentedtwo or three weeks since to the Board of Aldermen,recommending the laying of rails through
the principal streets, with branches intersecting
the city at stated points, will very probably be
adopted before the election of a new Common
Council.that is, if the tea-room and other minor
matters do not absorb the attention of the city
fathers.
The various steamboat lines number fifty-eight;

express companies twenty-six, and telegraph companiesnine.
Beside the innumerable private boarding-houses

and emigrant lodging houses, there are forty-five
hotels.
The limited number of markets (there being but

eleven) has long been complained of by the residentsof the upper portion of the city. A number
of the inhabitants living in the vicinity of Twelfth
street and Avenue C, have drawn up a petition to
the Common Council for the erection of a suitable
market to be erected in that neighborhood. Th s

would be perhaps the most eligible situation for a

market in that locality, as the pier at the foot of
Avenue C, presents great facilities for vesse's
freighted witli provisions and the various descriptionsof produce. Nor is the east side of the city,
near and about Twentieth street in a better conditionin this respect, although the people have not

expressed their grievances through u petition. The
various little butcher stills tire but jmor sulsli}tutes for a market. If it lie considered necessary
to add a new ward to the city, surely it is not less
so to add n few more markets for the nccoiuiuo|datiou of tlie rapidly increasing tip-town j>opu|Intion.

Liberal provision has been made for the educationof the children of the poorer classes, as there
are no less than one hundred and sixty-nine Ward
and Public Schools in New York, which, with
the different corporate and private schools, swell
the amount to more than two hundred. If to
these may be added the various literary societies,
scientific institutions and libraries, it will be seen

that if ottr people are ignorant, it is not for want

of the means of obtaining instruction and information.(hie hundred and twenty moral, charitable,
and benevolent societies and institutions receive
their support from the contributions and bequests
of private individuals, and also front theeiiy treasury.
The follow ing is a list of churches of various

denominations:..'II Pnplisl; 10 Congregational; 12
Dutch Reformed; 4 Friends; It) Jewish; 7 Lutheran;31 Methodist Episcopal; 3 Methodist Protestant;42 Protestant Episcopal; 2 New Jerusalem;
34 Presbyterian; 4 Associate Presbyterian; 2 AssorbiteReformed Presbvteriini; 3 Primitive Christians;1'J Roman Catholic; 2 Unitarian; 4 Universalist; | Wesleyan Methodist; G Miscellaneous.'
There are twenty-live oinnihus lints, to which

there are attached four hundred and twenty-five
singes, running through the principal thorough-
fores.
The total number of buildings erected in the city

in the year 1849, is one thousand six hundred and
eighteen, a large number of which, it should be
remembered, have been erected on the sites of old
buildings..A", f. Evening Post.

Senate Debate.
ThursdaY) June 97, 1850.

california.territorial governments adjustment.

The Senate, an in committee of the whole, re-
sinned the consideration of the bill Air the admissionof California as a State into the Union, to establishterritorial governments for Utah and New '
Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for the
settlement of her western and uorthern boundaries
.the question pending being upon the amendment
submitted by Mr. Soulk,
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, the amendmentpro|xised by the honorable member front

Louisiana [Mr. Soulk] respects lliut part of the
present bill which proposes the immediate adniis-
sion of California into the Union as a State; and
the amendment is op|s>aed to that immediate ad-
mission. It proposes,'on the contrary, that the
subject shall be referred b ick to the people of Cal-
ifornui, that certain conditions and modifications
of the constitution of California shfcll be promised
S that State. If the people of that Stnti, in convention,ahull accede to such conditions and
modifications, then the President of the UnitaJ
States may issue his proclamation announcing that
fact; and thereupon California is to be admitted
into the Union. The question, therefore, is,
whether, u|hiii the whole, it would be more advisableto admit California now, under all the cir-
cuinstances of the case, than to send her constitutionback again, and postpone to some Aiture and
indefinite |>eriod, her admission into the Union.
In my opinion, it is highly expedient to ad.nit
California now. In my opinion, it is highly ex-

pedienl to give her now a proper position in the
ITrvifvlt 1/\ irivp 1l»*r MllpH nnWLM'S IIS mIirII Pllltlkli*
her to revol\e nmong thootfier orbs in our aystcm.
And I verily believe that that is the settled judgmentof a great majority of t he people of thin
country. If there he any question growing out of
these territorial acquisitions, in vt liich there seems
to he a general, I will not say a unanimous publicopinion, it is that under the circumstances, it is

expedient and proper to admit California into the
Union without further delay. She presents a constitutionto which, in its general aspect as a republicanconstitution, we can make no objection. The
case is urgent and pressing. No new Stale has
ever appeared, asking for admission into the Union,
tinder circumstances so extraordinary or so striking;nor have the oldest of us ever seen a case presentingsuch peculiarities and such irregularities.
There is, in the history of mankind, within my
knowledge, no instance of such an extraordinary
rush of people for private enterprise to any one point
on the globe. It litis been estimated already that
there were 150,000 people in California. Whether
there be more or less at a given moment is immaterial.Set it at what you will: while you discuss
it, the number is filled up.

It would seem that at this very day there are

50,000 or 60,000 persons traversing the great plains
between Missouri and the Rocky Mountains, all
1)1)1111(1 to California. inner ttiousanas me waterbornearound Cape Horn. Other thousands,
again, crowd, and press, and fill up, and more
than fill, every conveyance that can take them to
and from the isthmus. So that it may he Paid,
truly, I think, that this very year will add 100,000
pontons to the population of California. Certainly,sir, this is one of the most sudden and
striking occurrences, not only in our generation,
but in any generation, so far as respects private
enterprise, and an extraordinary rush of people to
a given point upon the earth's surface. The capitalof the Territory is supposed to contain 30,000
or 40,0(H) people: 1,200 vessels have visited it:
350 or 400 vessels huve been found riling in the
harbor of San Francisco at the same time. San
Francisco, the capital, is already a city of 20,000
to 40,000 persons. And California looks out upon
India, ana China, and Polynesia, to the West, as

we here look out upon Europe to the East.
The question then is, What is to he done with

California ? Five years ago it happened to me to

any, in a public discussion, that perhaps the time
wiis not far distant when there would he establishedbeyond the Rocky Mountains a great Pacific
republic, of which San Francisco would lie the
capital. I am overwhelmed, sir, by the appearanceof the fulfilment of that prophecy so suddenly.
It is the alternative. In my judgment, I do not think
it safe longer to delay the bringing of California
into this circle of States, unless gentlemen tire willingto contemplate that alternative. Other gentlemenhave as much means of information upon the
stale of things in California as I have, and perhapsmore. My information is such that I do not
think it safe, if we intend to bring her into the
Union at all, to defer that measure to another sessionof Congress, or to any time heyoml that
which is absolutely necessary to despatch the businessproperly. Then, sir, I sifppose that if it is
the general sentiment of the country, it will he
also the general sentiment of this and of the other
House of Congress, that it is expedient, if there
he no insurmountable objections, to bring Californiainto the Union at once. I do not understand
the honorable gentleman, the author of this amendment,otherwise than that, if it were not for
objections which lie lias propounded to the.Senate,
lie should be u illing to admit California into the
Union.

ilir. miPKlion is. whether these objections
arc iiiMurniountulile. If they arc, then California
must l»c kept nut of tlie Union, let what will he
(lie consequences. But ifthey are not insurmouiitrIle, though they may stand in the category of
objections.though things may exist which we

may wish had been otherwise.yet it is a case of
so much exigency and emergency, that it seems
to me to he the duty of Congress to admit Calif rnia,unless, as I have already repeatedly said, the
objections arc insurmountable. Thffci let us con e
at once to that point, and see what are the objectionssuggested by the honorable Senator from
Louisiana, [Mr. Socle.]
They divide themselves into two classes. In

the first place he says that by the constitution of
California, and by the hill unamended before the
Senate, there is n6 sufficient security that the
United States will possess, or enjoy, or have the
right to dispose of, the public domain, or the unappropriatedlands in California. That is his first
objection. The second relates to the boundaries
of California, which he says are extravagantly
large in the first place; which in tli^ second place
are unnaturally arranged; and, in the third plnce,
are impolitic, and unfit to he maintained.
He proposes to remedy what he considers the

first great deficiency of the hill, by sending hack
this constitution to Cnlifbrnin, to obtain from n

convention of that State an agreement, compart,
consent, to the effect that the Suite of California
shall never interfere with the public lands in the
State, or with the primary disposal of them; nor
shall ever tax them while held by the United
St ites; nor shall tax non-resident proprietors higherthan resident proprietors are taxed, These nre
the provisions which are in this hill. But I lien the
honorable member's argument is, that they are

conditions which, from the nature of the case, can

never receive the consent of, because they can

never he presented to, tho people of California;
they are v >id; and that the assent or consent of
Cnlifornin to these conditions is necessary to make
thein valid and binding. His t rgutnent proceeds
upon this idea: that, without some such stipulationor compact u|wui the part of the State, the
creation of a territory into n State.a political, or,
as he says, a sovereign community.does neces-
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control over the public domain; that when C'alifominbecomes a State, ipse facto, she hold*, possesses,enjoys, and controls the public lands.
And this result he verifies from an argument foundedupon the nature of sovereignty, because he
says that it is the essence of sovereign power to
control the public domain.

Sir, we mislend ourselves often by using terms
without much nccurary, or terms not customarily
found in our Constitution end laws. That the
States are sovereign in many respects, nobody
doubts; that they are sovereign in all respects, nobodycontends. Tbe term " sovereign" or "

soveignty"does not occur in the Constitution of
tlie United States. The Constitution docs not
speakofSlates as sovereign Slates; does not speak
of this Government as a sovereign government.
It avoids, apparently sedulously, tbe application
of tonus tbat might admit of dispute, i'lic true
idea of the Constitution of the United States, and
also of the constitution of every State of the
Union, is, that powers are conferred upon the
legislature not by general description, but by enumeration.The Government of the United States
holds no power which it does not hold by the
enumeration of the power in the Constitution of
the United Slates; and the same may be said of
the government of every State. The constitution
of every State prescribes definitely the powers
which shall belong to the State and to each of'its
branches. Hut if this wire a true source of argumentfit this esse, the honorable member would
find that this implication arising from sovereigntywould just as truly udherc to the Government of
the United States as to the States. Certainly the
more eminent branches of sovereignty sre in
the Government of the United States. The United
States Government makes war, rains arintics, maintains navies, enters into alliances,
makes treaties, coins money.none of which exercisesof sovereignty the State government pos

esses.Nevertheless, there are sovereign author-

ities which the State government* do perform.
They punish criiue, imprison fbr felony; they
regulate the tenure of lands; they exercise a municipalsovereignty over every thing within their
territories.

If, then, this power over the public domain were

to go to the government that possesses the sovereigntyby implication, to wluch government
would it belong? Why, clearly, to this Government,and not to the government of the State.

Hut, sir, the question does not, in my judgment,
coine up n|ion any such point. Let me remark
that this question is not a new one. I met it here
the first session that I took my seat ill the Senate.
These notions, some of them, run in a periodical
orbit. They come back upon us every fifteen
or twenty years. This notion that the sovereigntyor the Stale necessurilv curries with it the
ownership of public InndH within its limits, fifteen
or twenty years ago was brought forward. It
was discussed; it exploded, went o(T, and was

Airgotten. It is now here, buck again, exactly
with the Hume aspect, in all resjiects, that utlondcd
it then.

Sir, in the year 1828 or 1829, the legislature of
Indianu took up this subject, und passed resolutions,and instructed her members of Congress to

.support them by urgument. The resolutions
uere as follows:

Resolved, &ce.. That this State, being a sovereign,
free, and independent Stitc, huH the exclusive
right to the soil and eminent domain of all the unmmrmirinlodl.im'a u ithin her iieklinw-ledired Ito,in-
daries; which right was nwrred for her hy the
State of Virginia, in the deed of cession of the
Northwestern Territory to the United States, beingeonfirined nnd established l»y the articles of
confederacy mid the Constitution of the United
Stales.
That our senators in Congress he instructed,

nnd our rcpresentatitcs requested, to use every
exertion in their power, by renson and argument,
to induce the United States to acknowledge this
vested right of the Stale, and to place her upon
nn equul footing with the original States, in
every respect whatsoever, us well in fuct as in
name.

They did so. One of the gentlemen who representedIndiana at that time in theSetiute, recentlydeceased, wus Mr. Hend rick, who presented
the resolutions and took the position, as stated in
the following extract from a report of the proceedingsof the Senate:
Mr. Hendricks, in presenting these resolutions,

sutd it had become (lis duty to present to the
Senate resolutions of the general assembly of the
State of Indiana, on the subject of the public
lauds within the limits of tlmt State. These resolutions(said he) arc similar in character to those
of the Stnte of Louisiana, a few days ago presentedby a senator from that State. They arc
also, in some degree, similar to the spirit of a memorialof the State of Illinois, recently presented
to the Senate by a senator from that State. In
these resolutions, the legislature of Indiana has
solemnly declared that the State, being sovereign,
free, and independent, has the exclusive right to
the soil and eminent domain of all the unappronrintmlliitidn it.'if It in itPr nnlf nnu'lntltrrd I miitrlneioa

unci that this right wna reserved to her by the
State of Virginia in the deed of cession or the
Northwestern Territory to the United Suites.
grounds winch, if tenable, as I verily Welicve they
are, strongly appeal to the justice and to the pride
of the senators and representatives of that tnagnanimousStale.

"It is believed that the compact not to interfere
with the primary diNposee of the soil, und not to
tax the lands for a specified period, cannot confer
power on the Federal Government to hold the
soil of that State for uny other purposes than
those pointed out by the Constitution, even if
that compact hud emnnated from authority unquestionablycompetent to make it, and had been
based on policy as unquestionable. There is no

disposition to interfere with this compact so long
as it hus the form of existence in the statute-book.
Hut its validity is questioned, having been mnde
by the people of the territory before the State
was admitted into the Union; and its irrevocable
character, as well as the perpetual obligation
which it attempts to impose on the peojile of the
State, is believed to be a dereliction or a fundamentalprinciple of our institutions, which assertsthe right of every firce' people to change
their constitutions and laws, from time to time,
as their wisdom and experience may direct. Nor
does it seem to strengthen the pretension of right,
to assert that the Generul Government muy hold
the soil of the State as an individual may hold;
for it iN by no mennK in that character she does
hold. She holda as a sovereign, and subjects the
soil of the State to the uncontrollable action of
her legislative power."
Mr. Hendricks peformed the duty imposed

ii)>on him by the legislature, and brought forward
no a section to some one of the graduation hills
introduced by the honorohle Senator from Missouria resolution to thnt effect. Proceeding upon
the ground that this land was the property of the
State, he proposed to acknowledge that fact bythe insertion of the following section in the grad

i*ii «i : l..Ait.- u
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Sr.c. (I. *1nd he it further enacted, Thnt the
public nn«l unappropriated limilt-t within (lie limits
of the new StntfH Hhnll he, nnd the name nre hereby,redeil and relincpiiidied in fhll property to the
revend States in which the same may lie, on conditionthat aitch Stati n idinll not, at any time herenftcr,put such lands into market ut a lower
minimum price than hIuiII l;e established I>y law
for the mile of public lands in the Territories; and
on condition thnt the Indian title to lands within
the liiniiM of any State, hImII hereafter be extinguishedat the expense of such State,
On that occasion the Senate wns addressed

much at length in support of the same propositionby a gentleman now holding an eminent positionupon the bench of his country, then n memberof Congress from Alnbnmn. lie maintained
the .same generul idea. He said ;

I have long entertained the opinion thnt the
Knitcd States cannot hold land in any Stute of
the Union, except for the purpose enumeratedin the Constitution ; and whntever right
they had to the soil, while the country rcmnined
under territorial governments, parsed to the
States formed over the same territory, on their ad-
mission into the Union, on an equul footing with
tiie old States.
So the honornlile Senator from Louisiana [Mr.

Soixk] is following a precedent. IIin argument,
so far as I < an understand it, is ingenious, able,
and learned, but founded upon the same generaliden. Both the gentlemen upon that occasion,
and the honorable Senator from Louisiana uponthe present, have based their views upon some
maxims of national and public law. One of those
gentlemen, [Mr. Ht.vnnicKs,] for example, quotedthis from Vattel.exactly what the honorable
Senator from Louisiana quotes :

The general domain of the nation over the
lands it inhabits is naturally connected with the
empire; for, establishing itself in a vacant country,the nntiort certainly did not pretend to have
the least dependence there on any other power;and ho>v should an independent nation avoid
having authority at homer How should it governitself at its pleasure in the country it inhabits,
if it cannot truly and absolutely dispose it ? And
how should it have the foil and absolute domain of
the place in which it has no cominrnd ? Another
sovereignty, and the right it comprehends, must
take away its freedom of disposal.

Sir, nothing is more true, nothing is more just,than this doctrine of Vattel, for a nation which
has settled in n country without an ownership.There the vacant Innd becomes naturally its own.
But if n number of people occupying land that is
ownml. livinn* in i» rmiulrv iiiwIit unntluir imvnen.

mcnt, establish a politiraf community by any art
of theirs, how ran they divest the original ownership?Sir, we are to hear in mind that the United
Statea owns California ; that the land is theirs. It
is their acquisition. It belongs to the government
of the United States. Now, if persons own particularparts of these lands, appropriated to specificpurposes, or granted to individuals by the
government of Spain, and if they nre not divested
of their property by the erection of a State rav'eminent; by what process of reasoning can it be
made to appear that theUnited States nre divested,
and that tne whole domain is acquired to the governmentof the State? That doctrine of Vattel is,
as I have shown, only applicable to the rase
where a people enters into 11 country vacant of
ownership. If the gentleman who has read from
that author hail been kind enough to rend the
whole of the authority, he would have found, I
think, exactly the proper distinction. Ife left nfl
in the middle of a sentence in Vattel. The entire
quotation is as follows :

"The general domain of the nation over the
land she inhabits is naturally connected with the
empire; for, in establishing herself in a vacant
country, the nation certainly does not intend to
possess it in subjection to any other power ; and
cun we suppose an independent nation not vested
with the absolute command in her domestic concerns?Thus we have already observed that, in
taking possession of a country, the nation is presumedto take possession of its government at the
atpe time. We shall here proceed further, and
ahow the natural connexion of tjtett two rights in

an independent nation. How could she governherself at her own pleasure in the country she inhabits,if she cannot truly and absolutely dispose
of it? And how could she have the full and absolutedomain of a place where she has not the command? Another's sovereignty, and the rights it
comprehends, must deprive her of the free disposalof that place. Add to this the eminent
domain, which constitutes u part of the sovereignty,und you will the belter perceive the intimateconnexion existing between the domain
and the sovereignly of the nation. And, accordinglywhat is called the hi#h domain, which in
nothing hut the domain of the body of the nation,
or of the sovereign who represents it, is every
where considered as inse[tarahle from the sovcreignty.The tut/ul domain, or the domain confinedto the rights that may belong to nn individualin the State, tufty be separated from the
sovereignty, and nothing prevents the possibility
of its belonging to it nation in places that are not
under her jurisdiction. Thus many sovereigns
liuve fiefs and other possessions in the territories
or another prince ; in uiese macs they possess
them in lite manner of private individuals.
"The sovereignty, united to lit** domain, establishesthe jurisdiction of the nation in her territories,or the country that belongs to her. It is her

province, or thud of her sovereign, to exercise justicein all the places under her jurisdiction.to
take cognizance of the crimes committed, und the
differences that urise in the country."
Now, that is precisely my view. The Governmentpossesses, in nil respects, its title in the same

manner as individual* retain theirs. The mutiieipalsovereignly, which regulates the transmission,
alienation, die., of (tortious of the noil, belongs to
the new State government, undoubtedly, within
her limits. That is unquestionable. But then there
is nothing to prevent any other government from
possessing the domtiiuai utile in any portion of it
.nothing at all. Another government may possessit, precisely 11s an individual may. The
United States may still hold lund in CnlitWniu, as

well as uny individual citizen of the United Stales.
The only ditjereuce is this, that the Government
of the United Stutes holds laud onlf for one great
purpose.that is, to sell. It holds it in trust, to
sell it for the benefit of the Government; and so
soon as sold, it comes under the municipal sovereign;it partakes of the qualities of other Imid,
and is subject to all the rules prescribed by the
legal sovereignly. The only exception is this:
thut in regard to InndN of the United States, that
is established by law which, in regard to individuals,might be established by contract; that is,
that during a certain period those lands, the prop-
prey of the Untied State*, annual be so far exemptedfrom the municipal sovereignty under which
they «re placed as not to be subject to taxation;
and afterwards that the lands held by non-residents
cannot be taxed more highly than those of resident!.Willi this exception, which it is just as

competent for individuals to make by contract us
it is for the Congress of the United States to imposeby law, tlie mode in which lands are held in
a State is precisely the same as regards individual#
and the United Hums. They are exactly the
same.

Sir, every part of our American history abounds
with instances of this sort within the sphere of
her own Government, and without the sphere of
hor own Government. I think I have understood
that, with all her domestic sovereignty, the State
of New Jersey never possessed any public domain
or authority over the uncultivated lands within
her limits. The title was, I believe, in the possessionof a board of proprietors, who sold it out.
The State government had no control over them.
So it happened in a great portion of New York.
Massachusetts claimed a title to n great part of the
western section of the Slate of New\ork. She
old it to Mr. Morris, he sold it to II and Phelps;
and they sold it to the Holland Land Company.
I understand that one-third of the State of New
York was owned by a foreign company. That
was never supposed to he an infringement of the
right of the State of New York. The same thing
has hnnncnsd in other countries.
Now tlie question of sovereignty does not arise.

The history of our titles in this respect, hikI the
history of the laws and usages of the country in
this particular, have been fully detailed hy the
honorable member from Illinois, (Mr. Dorui.A*,)
and I .shall not go over the track he has trodden.
He has shown nil the precedents. Taken together,
they nro nil one way. There inny be exceptions
here and there; but the general idea has been that
the creation of a Suite, the admission of a State,
had no effect at all upon the property of the UnitedStated lying within its limits. It is hardly
worth while for me in this atmosphere to argue
he point at length. It has been decided and setledbv the higliest judicial authority of the counry.plainlydecided and uitMuiivocally. The
case will be found in the 3d oMioward. The
judgment of the court in that raite was pronouncedby the gentleman to whom I have referred as

having given an opinion the other wtiy when he
was a member of Congress. The opinion, in the
year 1845, in a case of very great importance, was
this :

[The honorable Senator here rend the extract,
of w hich wc could not obtain a copy.]Therefore, sir, while the doctrine of the SupremeCourt thus enunciated stand*, the public
authority of the United Stnlca over the lands lyingwithin the new States stands on the law of
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Senator from Louisiana is, that, titer® being conditioiiH,the assent of the other side, or it compactentered into.by the other side, in indispensride.The opinion of the Supreme Court preciselyund exactly overrules nil that; and the honorable
member will see that if it did so happen that the
daatiglitsnian of thin bill had left open those reservations,it being understood so and so, and
had not fallen into.the uec of the word "conditions,"the whole ground of argument of the honorablemember would have failed at once. It is
enough to Nay that the Supreme Court has decideddirectly and distinctly the very point, that the
authority of the United States does so far extend
as, by force of itself, priprio vi/rnre, to exemptlands from taxation when a new State is created
over territory in which the lands lie. Then, air,
what is the result of this hill ? What has become
of all this danger to the public lands? Coinpnc's
make it no better; it is better without them. Consentmakes it no belter; that is the language of
the Courts.their unanimous language. ThereforeI think the honorable gentleman front Illinois(Mr. Ooroi.ak) entirely right, when be promisedthe law which he did propose in the act for
the admission of California, in o|nitting ull referenceto that act.
The third section of this hill wns added to satisfydoubts. Kxeepti his were taken, and it was

thought that this section would satisfy and removeoljection. It was introduced for that laudablepurpose; and the hill stands, according to
the decisions to which I have referred, just as well
without that section as with it. What is (here to
overturn the law of nations, the history of o»r
government ? What is there in this case to show
that California has arty idea of becoming the
owner of the public lands ? Why, upon the very
face of her constitution, she acknowledges the
right of the United States; she goes on in the
ninth article of the constitution to provide how
those lands shall be disposed of nnd taken care of
by the legislature, which may be granted to her
by the United Slates. Is not that an admission
that the public lands in that territory belong to the
United States? We tnust go with this esse, I
think, according toourown judgment. We must
regard substance nnd not form. If anything he
established by law.if anything be set'lcd by the
experience of the government, in the course of
the admission of half the States now in the Union
.if anything In- settled by the solemn decision of
the highest judicature oi the country, it is that
there is no such thing as nn implication of the
control over the public lauds, arising front the
admission of a Suite, founded upon any idea
that public domain necessarily aulieres to State
sovereignty.
Now, air, I ltopc the honorable member from

Louisiana [Mr. Soci.i;] will reconsider it, that he
will look to what has been decided; that in this
important emergency he will consider whether it
is worth his while to stand upon technicalities,
and whether it is not rather his duty to conform
to the usages and practice, and to the laws and
adjudication of the country. The honorable
Senator is younger than the most of its; but he
will allow me to say to him that it will lie very
doubtful whether, in his career as a public man,
however long it shall be continued, he will arrive
at a more important exigency in the public servicethan is now before him. He has taken an

important patt in some amendments, and a successfulpart in some amendments of this bill. lie
hns accomplished that which he and his friends
think important in respect to the territorial gov»
criuiients. Will he not help us now to accomplishhis owji work, und will he not reconsider
his objection to the admission of California ? Kor
the present I say, so far as these objections go.
ana there nre others to which I shall presentlyadverts.unless he can soy there is something in
the law, or the statutes, or the decisions of the
country.something in the practice of the country.willhe not come to the conclusion that this
is a common case, an ordinnry case.that every
doubt about it is ihut up and concluded by eolemn

judicial decision*, and, so fcr a* this objection
goes, lhat he ought to withhold or withdraw his
objection to the admission of California?
Then there are other objections. He says that

the boundaries are wrong; that they ore extruvaSautlylarge; that they are unnatural; and that
ley are impolitic. Now, sir, thin is a questionwinch must very much depend unon the nature of

the country. At an early period of the session I
expressed an opinion tlmt I still hold, though I do
not say tlmt are not grounds of different opinions;
and that is, ifthe thing were before us now, we could
not make a better boundary for California than is
made in her constitution. 1 formed thutopinion from
my notion ofthe conformation ofthe country, ofthe
nature of its soil, and of the circumstances connectedwith it. The gentieinnn says it is three
times the amount of the average extent of States in
the Union. Well, what follows froth that? That
there are more than three times no many desort
mountains.more than three limes as many inaccessihluaud rocky hiltn than in any other S'ate of
the Union. The question is, how much land is
useful?.how much tan be made to contfiL...... ik....l.i ..e i : t,f:.L
uuiv iff uivnu..jr, . men mm Honriyr t¥imrr8j>^ctto that, sir, 1 stu nure every gentleman thai
looks at it must be of the opinion that, ulthough
California must have n very great Mriqiort, an<fa
Inr^e city or two, yet, for agricultural products,
the whole 8ta|c of California, a* it now is, ran
never be made equal to n quarter part of the Siato
of lllinoia.

In the (Tint place, the groat angle of the lino
steering oil" from the eastern bottom of the Sierra
Nevada, running to ilia Gila, is n desert of sand,
absolute nnd entire, taking oil" .10,000 or 40,000
miles ofthe territory; nnd that is a pretty important
reduction. Then, look again at the mountains.
There is ulnng the valleys of the Sacramento and
the Joaquin undoubtedly good land. There may
be Home good laud between the mountains and the
sen; but, on the whole, nobody C-ui say (hat of the
quantity of tolerable and good loud there is any
excess. On the contrary, there iy much leas than
belongs to many of the Stales of the Union.
Then, there is another consideration. With

what would you connect South California if you
disconnected her with North California? and what
is the value of South Califoruiu disconnected with
North California ? Look upon the map. Supposeyou run the line 36 dcg. 10 mil), from the
sea aown to New Mexico. What Jiave you?
You have the mountains.you hnve this vast
tract of sand; and from the best information 1 can

obtain.and I have looked at the matter pretty
thoroughly, nnd I think from sources that everybodywill regnrd as the best.I think there can he,
at most, in what would constitute this Territory
of South California, not more than 5,000 square
miles of practicable land that could be tilled. The
country is a good grazing country, und the mountainsare very well adapted to that. IJut we speak
of the country that can be tilled nnd cultivated.
W e must look at the climate us well as the aurfiu-e;for gentlemen w ill please to remember thut
in iliis-pmt of California eight months of the year
roll on without a drop of rain from the clouds,
and there is not in the whole of it any land thut
ran he cultivated without irrigation. on smaii

are the streams when you depart tYoni the two
rivers.Snrrutnento and San Joaquin.thnt they
do not supply water enough for the cultivation of
« very small portion of the land thnt might other*
wise he made fit for cultivation. What, then,
would be the value of this country ? The Senator
from Louisiana contends for it as the right of tho
South. Is there any value in it more than nominalright? Could the South make any line of that
territory, if it were territory f.ee from restraint?
1 think not. How is it possible iW Southern
slavery, such as we hnve it here, to be employed
in such a region as that ? Is it not, therefore, a

mere dispute without having a substantial value
at stake, whichever wuv the result tnav be?

1 think the case should be considered in its substantialaspect. We ought all to look at it, and
see what is the most practical good we can do.
The honorable member froin Louisiana proposes
to make the line of 30 deg. 30 mil)..the line comImonly called the Missouri Compromise line.a
boundary. Now, is thnl^pro ticnhle? Dots the
honorable gentleman and his friends suppose that
either now or hereafter, by this Congress, or by
the next Congress, any sueh thing can he done.
looking to the fact that this Southern California is
part of California, within her established boundaries?I hn\e yet to learn, though I hnve heard it
suggested to the contrary, that there is any dispositionor wish on the part of (he people, from
Monterey down to San Diego, to be by themselves,
and constitute a State by themselves. I tirid that
a member of this constitutional convention ofCalifornia,Mr. , from San Angelas, in the early
purl of (lie debate, having got into some warmth
of discussion with a Northern member, suggested
itch all idea. He, however, took it hack, subseanently,as will he Keen upon page 440 of tho
bates. I .see no evidence tliut the people south

of 30 dcg. 30 mill, desire to set up for themselves,
or to have any other government than this, or he
associated otherwise than they now are. It is to
he remembered, Mr. President, thot this Lower
California is the old part of Californ'a, which has
been settled 150 or 200 years. Its habits are

fixed; and though it is n subject I do not wish to
dwell upon, it may be fit to refer to it, snd Ray
that so tur as I see, in the course of the debates in
this convention, any thing of a fixed purpose t*

exclude shivery, that sentiment is <ertainly most

strongly expressed by pers ois, members of the
convention, mining from this old und Souther.i
part of California. I think, therefore, it is not u

thing worth the contest, even if it cou'd be accomplished,which I do not think can Ik- done. In it
not, therefore, better to tuke this hill as it stand*,
with what has been done for the Territories?
And taking it as it stands under the constitution
of California with regard to the boundaries, and
looking at the practical operation, I may not say
certain operation of things, is it not our hoiindeu
duty to receive California into the Union as a

State, and immediately ?
The idea pressing upon my mind in all this matter

is ihis ; that it is our duty to accomplish somethingon the subject of these Territories without
further delay, and to accomplish something that
shall he as satisfactory to ull jtnr.'s of the country
as we can. I had no hand in introducing these
Territories into the Union. 1 am no prophet ; but
it require d no prophecy to foresee th#controversies
thai might spring out of this acquisition. Here
they are upon us. I wish to deal with this subIim l 111 nil fniriwuu til filiafp«lt mill moMt pVUNitpnt
manner. AmJ an, according to my fixed opinion,
there in no necessity for discussing, for receiving,
or rejecting, this vexed question of slavery in till
these Territories, I wish for my |siri, as an American,ns one who desires to curr yon the Government.toinnintainthcGoi eminent.to seen course

adopted, with respect to these Terretories, that
shall give nil the satisfaction that can be given, arid
shall eeeoinplish something for the quiet of the
c luritrv, without further dc'ay.

It has already been suggested, Mr. Prrsident,
and it is known to us, that we have been here six
or seven months, and wo are called upon to make
some disposition of this matter. 1 think the clearestpoint of duty open before us is the admission
of California ; and I hope we shall have to-day,
or whenever the question is taken, such a vot*

upon the proposition of the honorable mpmber
from Louisiana ns will convince him and his friends
that it is the general judgment ofthe Senate,of the
Government, and ofthe whole country, that Cnli|forniu should he admitted without further delay,
and the necessary legislation entered upon.which
is no light work.f »r the establishment of the
proper uuthority of the (Tinted States in the Teriritorier.

I think, therefore, without going into any elaborateargument, the honorable member from Lou!i oinia will see that there is nothing to dispute
about with respect to the rights of Congress.
nothing to dispute about with respect to nny dnnIger that California will run away with the public
lands, or that she will undertake to tax the pub|lie lands or the lands of non-residents. it is

'enough that Congress shall have expressed its
will, and California will be liotmd by it. Thcrejfore, with respect to California, I trust we may
have a vote that will be satisfactory*, and, ns fur ns

our proceedings can show it, it will he seen that
this part of the rase is a clear one, so tar as the
judgment of Congress is concerned.
The debute was further continued by Senators

Poote, Barnwell, Beri.l'.r, find Davm, of Mississippi,until hslf-|ui*t four o'clock, when
Mr. DAVIS gave way to a motion for adjournment.
Upon this motion the yea* awl naya were demandedand ordered; nnd being taken, it Was decidedin the affirmative.yeaa 34, nays 30.aa

follower
Yeas.Messrs. Atchison, Ibulger, Baldwin,

narnwell, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Butler, Chase,
Clarke, Clemens, Corwin, Davia of Masaaehuwim,Davia of Mississippi, Dayton, Dodge of
Io>a, Downs, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Hunter,
King, Mason, Miller. Morton, Peafce, Selmstian,
Seward, Shields, Smith, Soule, Turnay, Uoham,
and Yulee.33.
Nati.Messrs. Bright, Cass, Clay, Cooper,

Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas,Kelch, Koote, Houston, Jones, Norris,
Pratt, Rusk, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wftlker,
Webster, and Whitcoinb.30.
So the Senate adjourned.
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